1. List of all districts that received exceptions in the accountability system. Identify districts with
multiple years of exceptions.

# of Exceptions Used

#of Yrs
Exceptions
have been
District District Name 2004 2005 2006 2007 used

1 057827 | NOVA ACADEMY (SOUTHEAST) 1 . 1 2
2 123805 | EHRHART SCHOOL 1 1 2
3 194904 | CLARKSVILLE ISD 1 1 2
4 014902 | BARTLETT ISD 2 1
5 015811 | LA ESCUELA DE LAS AMERICAS . 1 1
6 015822 | JUBILEE ACADEMIC CENTER 1 . 1
7 026902 | SOMERVILLE ISD 1 . 1
8 027904 | MARBLE FALLS ISD 1 1
9 028906 | PRAIRIE LEA ISD 1 1
10 | 034903 | HUGHES SPRINGS ISD 1 1
11 | 042906 | NOVICE ISD . 1 1
12 | 049906 | ERA ISD 1 . 1
13 | 057806 | EAGLE ADVANTAGE SCHOOLS . 1 1
14 | 057819 | JEAN MASSIEU ACADEMY 1 . 1
15 | 057913 | LANCASTER ISD 1 . 1
16 | 061802 | EDUCATION CENTER 1 1
17 | 066903 | FREER ISD . 1 1
18 | 071906 | ANTHONY ISD 1 . 1
19 | 074903 | BONHAM ISD . 1 1
20 | 079910 | STAFFORD MSD 1 . 1
21 | 090902 | LEFORS ISD . 1 1
22 | 101819 | AMIGOS POR VIDA-FRIENDS FOR LIFE C 1 1
23 | 101820 | BENJI'S SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL ACADEM . 2 1
24 | 101823 | CHILDREN FIRST ACADEMY OF HOUSTON . 1 1
25 | 101840 | TWO DIMENSIONS PREPARATORY 1 1

ACADEMY
26 | 101909 | NORTH FOREST ISD . 1 1
27 | 108802 | TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION CHARTER 1 1

HIGH
28 | 108914 | LA VILLA ISD . 2 1
29 | 113901 | CROCKETT ISD 2 . 1
30 | 113906 | KENNARD ISD . 1 1
31 | 115901 | FT HANCOCK ISD . 3 1
32 | 123803 | TEKOA ACADEMY OF ACCELERATED 1 1

STUDI
33 | 125901 | ALICE ISD . 1 1
34 | 125906 | LA GLORIA ISD 1 . 1
35 | 126903 | CLEBURNE ISD 1 1




# of Exceptions Used

# of Yrs
Exceptions
have been
District District Name 2004 2005 2006 2007 used
36 | 127905 | LUEDERS-AVOCA ISD 1 1
37 | 129906 | TERRELL ISD 1 1
38 | 136901 | BRACKETT ISD . 1 1
39 | 140901 | AMHERST ISD . 1 1
40 | 145901 | BUFFALO ISD 1 . 1
41 | 145907 | OAKWOOD ISD 1 1
42 | 148901 | BOOKER ISD . 1 1
43 | 161802 | RAPOPORT CHARTER SCHOOL 1 . 1
44 | 161908 | MART ISD 1 1
45 | 161919 | BRUCEVILLE-EDDY ISD . 1 1
46 | 163903 | NATALIA ISD 1 . 1
47 | 169908 | MONTAGUE ISD 1 1
48 | 175904 | DAWSON ISD 1 1
49 | 189901 | MARFA ISD 1 1
50 | 189902 | PRESIDIO ISD . 1 1
51 | 198905 | HEARNE ISD 1 . 1
52 | 204904 | SHEPHERD ISD . 2 1
53 | 220917 | CASTLEBERRY ISD 2 . 1
54 | 230901 | BIG SANDY ISD . 1 1
55 | 230908 | UNION GROVE ISD 1 . 1
56 | 245903 | RAYMONDVILLE ISD 1 1
57 | 246906 | HUTTO ISD 1 1
58 | 254902 | LA PRYOR ISD 1 1




2. Timeline for the implementation of HB 1 consequences and their interplay with NCLB/AYP
consequences.

See Table that follows on Federal and State Campus Interventions.

Also provided are links to two documents that may be helpful in providing additional detail. One
focuses on AYP interventions, and one focuses on AU interventions. If

AYP Campus Interventions
http://mwww5.esc13.net/sirc/docs/resources/resources_forms/NCLB%20Guidelines-%208-07.pdf

AU Campus Interventions
http://www.tea.state.tx.us/pmi/accmon/2008/resources/TAT_AU_ Intervention_Matrix.pdf



Federal and State Campus Interventions

State Prevention

Academically Acceptable campus, but if subsequent year's standards were applied, the campus

Trigger | would be Academically Unacceptable.
Technical Assistance Team (TAT) assigned to campus.
NCLB Intervention Process State Intervention Process
Trigger Title I, Part A campuses that miss Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two Trigger | All campuses that receive a rating of Academically Unacceptable
consecutive years on the same indicator
Year 1 | A Campus Intervention Team (CIT) is assigned to the campus [TEC §39.1322(b)]. The CIT
completes a comprehensive, on-site needs assessment and evaluation and works with the
campus to complete a focused data analysis and develop a school improvement plan (SIP) [TEC
839.1323]. The SIP is based on results of the CIT evaluation and needs assessment and focuses
on data analysis and measurable results. According to statute, CIT recommendations include a
focus on reallocation of resources and technical assistance, changes in school operations, teacher
No formal interventions when AYP missed for one year and leadership development, class size, curriculum and instruction, parent involvement, new
teacher mentoring, disciplinary actions, and financial practices. TEA provides guidance
documents, focused data analysis tools, and SIP planning materials. The campus principal for the
campus must participate in the Texas Principal Excellence Program. Campus reconstitution may
be ordered if CIT recommendations or SIP not fully implemented.
Stage | LEA must notify parents of school improvement status and offer intra-district Year 2 | A CIT continues to be assigned to the campus and is required to engage in planning for
1 transfer to a higher performing school, implement a campus improvement plan, reconstitution of the campus [TEC §39.1324]. The CIT shall decide which educators may be
implement campus administrator mentoring, attend SIRC and Texas School retained at the campus, taking into account patterns of significant academic improvement for
Improvement Conference. Additionally, the LEA must provide technical students taught by a teacher. The SIP continues to be implemented, and TEA monitors campus
assistance as the campus develops and implements its CIP, which must focus activities through progress reports. The TEA may assign a monitor, conservator, or management
on data, instruction, professional development, and campus budget issues. team, or board of managers to the district to ensure and oversee implementation of the school
The LEA/campus must also select a major system of reform. improvement and reconstitution plan for the campus. Alternative campus management or campus
closure may be ordered if TEA determines that the campus isn't fully implementing the SIP.
Stage | Year one requirements remain. LEAs must also offer supplemental educational | Year 3 | The reconstitution plan for the campus is implemented, and a CIT continues to be assigned to
2 services (SES) and notify parents of SES opportunity and must contract with a oversee implementation of the school improvement and reconstitution plan. A hearing with the
technical assistance provider to implement the CIP. commissioner of education generally is ordered at which the superintendent, board president, and
campus principal are required to appear to explain the campus's performance, lack of
improvement, and plans for improvement [TEC §39.132(6)]. The CIT submits progress reports to
TEA. The TEA may assign a monitor, conservator, management team, or board of managers to
the campus to ensure implementation of the school improvement and reconstitution plan.
Alternative campus management or campus closure may be ordered if TEA determines that the
campus isn't fully implementing the SIP. [TEC §39.1324]
Stage | Year one and two requirements remain in place. Campus identified for Year 4 | The commissioner reviews the progress of the campus and may order alternative campus
3 corrective action and at least one corrective action is required to be management or closure of the campus. A CIT continues to be assigned to oversee campus

implemented, including replacing school staff, implementing a new curric ulum,
decreasing campus management authority, restructuring, extending school day
or year, and/or implementing professional development.

improvement efforts for a campus that remains open. The TEA may assign a monitor, conservator,
management team, or board of managers to the campus to ensure implementation of the school
improvement and reconstitution plan. A board of managers will be assigned to the campus when a
campus is ordered closed and the intervention is needed to cease operations. [TEC §39.1324]




Stage

Previous requirements remain in place. LEA must prepare a plan fa
restructuring if the campus misses AYP again (moves to Stage 5).
Restructuring options include reopening the school as a public charter school;
replacing all or most school staff, which may include the principal, relevant to
the failure to meet AYP; contracting with a private management company to
operate the school; State takeover; or any other major restructuring of school
governance arrangement that makes fundamental reforms, such as significant
changes in the school’s staffing and governance, to improve student academic
achievement in the school and that has substantial promise of enabling the
school to make AYP.

Year 5

Alternative campus management or campus closure is required [TEC §39.1324(f)]. A one year
waiver of alternative campus management is possible in certain circumstances [TEC §39.1327(c)].
A board of managers will be assigned to the campus when a campus is ordered closed and the
intervention is needed to cease operations.

Stage

Previous requirements remain in place. LEA implements alternate governance
as stated in the Stage 4 plan.




3. How many academically unacceptable schools due to a single subgroup missing a single indicator.

How many unacceptable schools for two years in a row due to a single subgroup missing a single

indicator.

In 2007, of the 267 Academically Unacceptable campuses that were evaluated under standard
accountability procedures, there were 83 that missed a higher rating due to a single student group
missing a single indicator. A list of the 83 campuses is attached. A similar list for 2006 is provided.
It shows that of the 267 Academically Unacceptable campuses in that year (yes, the count of AU
campuses was identical in both years), there were 80 that missed due to a single measure. A
comparison of the 2006 and 2007 lists yields two campuses (shown on the last page) that missed

due to a single measure in both years.

2007 Acadeni cal ly Unaccept abl e Canpuses that mnissed Acadenically

Acceptabl e or higher due to a single student group on a single indicator

Cbs DI STNAVE

ALDI NE | SD
AMARI LLO | SD

BRUCEVI LLE- EDDY | SD
BRYAN | SD

CALVERT | SD

CARRI ZO SPRI NGS CI SD
CEDAR HILL | SD

10 CLARKSVI LLE | SD

o~y UThWNE

11 COLDSPRI NG- QAKHURST CI SD

12 CROSBYTON C1 SD
13 DALLAS 1 SD

14 DALLAS | SD

15 DALLAS 1SD

16 DALLAS | SD

17 DALLAS 1 SD

18 DALLAS | SD

19 DALLAS | SD

20 DALLAS | SD

21 DAWSON | SD

22 ECTOR COUNTY | SD
23 EL CAWO | SD
24 EL PASO I SD

25 EL PASO SCHOOL OF EXCELLENCE

26 FANNI NDEL | SD

27 FORT WORTH |1 SD

28 FORT WORTH | SD

29 FORT WORTH | SD
30 FORT WORTH | SD
31 FORT WORTH | SD

32 FORT WORTH | SD

33 FORT WORTH | SD
34 FREDERI CKSBURG | SD
35 G LMER | SD

36 GRAND PRAIRI E | SD
37 GRAPELAND | SD

38 GREENVI LLE | SD

39 GREENVI LLE | SD

40 GRCESBECK | SD

41 HARDI N | SD

42 HARDI N | SD

43 HEARNE | SD

44 HEARNE | SD

45 HEMPSTEAD | SD

46 HOUSTON | SD

a7 HOUSTON | SD

48 HOUSTON | SD

49 HULL- DAl SETTA | SD
50 HUTTO | SD

AUSTI N DI SCOVERY SCHOCOL
BEN BOLT-PALI TO BLANCO | SD

El SENHONER NI NTH GRADE SCHOOL
TASCOBA H S

AUSTI N DI SCOVERY SCH
BEN BOLT- PAL BLANCO H S
BRUCEVI LLE-EDDY H S

M TCHELL ELEMENTARY
WD SPI G\NER EL

BI G VELLS EL

NI NTH GRADE CENTER
CLARKSVI LLE H S
COLDSPRI NG QAKHURST HI GH SCHOOL
CROSBYTON H S

BOUDE STOREY M DDLE

E B COVMBTOCK M DDLE
EDWARD Tl TCHE EL

JOHN W CARPENTER EL
MARK TWAI N EL

MO SES MOLINA H S

NCRTH DALLAS H S
WOODROW W LSON H S
DAWSCN H S

BONE J H

NORTHSI DE EL

MOREHEAD M DDLE

EL PASO SCHOOL OF EXCELLENCE
FANNI NDEL SCHOOLS

I MTERRELL EL

LEONARD M DDLE
MEADONBROCK M DDLE
WEDGANOCD M DDLE
WESTERN HI LLS EL
VESTERN HI LLS PRI MARY
WOODVWAY EL

FREDERI CKSBURG M DDLE

G LMER EL

GRAND PRAIRIE H S
GRAPELAND EL

GREENVI LLE H S

| NTERMVEDI ATE

GRCESBECK H S

HARDIN H S

HARDIN J H

BLACKSHEAR EL

EAST Sl DE EL

HEMPSTEAD H S

PETERSEN EL

SAM HOUSTON H S
SHARPSTOM H S

HULL- DAI SETTA H S

NADI NE JOHNSON ELEMENTARY



| DEA  ACADEMY
I NSPI RED VI S| ON' ACADEMY
KLEI N | SD

LA MARQUE | SD

LEXI NGTON | SD

LUBBOCK | SD

LUBBOCK | SD

MEDI CAL CENTER CHARTER SCHOOL
MESQUI TE | SD

MEYERPARK ELEVENTARY

M DLAND | SD

NORTH ZULCH | SD
OUTREACH WORD ACADEMY
PALESTI NE | SD

PFLUGERVI LLE | SD
PREMONT | SD

RICE C'SD

SAN ANTONI O | SD

SAN FELI PE-DEL R O O SD
SI LSBEE | SD

SOVERSET | SD

SOMVERVI LLE | SD

STRAW | SD

TENAHA | SD

TRINITY |1SD

WACO CHARTER SCHOOL
WACO | SD

WAELDER | SD

WALNUT BEND | SD

VEELLS | SD

WLLIS ISD

WLLI'S I SD

W NONA | SD

Per f or mance Reporting,

| DEA FRONTI ER COLLECGE PREP
I NSPI RED VI SI ON' ACADEMY
KLEI N | NT

INTER G TY ELEMENTARY
LEXI NGTON H GH SCHOOL
ATKINS M S

JACKSON EL

MEDI CAL CENTER CHARTER SCHOOL/ SQU
FLORENCE ELEMENTARY
MEYERPARK ELEMENTARY
PARKER ELEMENTARY

NORTH ZULCH EL

QUTREACH WORD ACADEMWY
PALESTI NE H GH SCHOOL

R VER OAKS EL

PREMONT H S

EAGLE LAKE J H

FOX TECHNICAL H S

BUENA VI STA EL

SILSBEE H S

SOMERSET HI GH SCHOOL
SOMERVILLE H S

STRAWN SCHOCL

TENAHA H GH SCHOOL
LANSBERRY EL

WACO CHARTER SCHOCOL
BROOK AVENUE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
WAELDER EL

WALNUT BEND EL

VELLS EL

LYNN LUCAS M DDLE
WLLISHS

W NONA M DDLE

9:46: February 29, 2008, JWVH

2007\ acct\ backup\ m ssed_aaby1l



2006 Academ cally Unaccept abl e Canpuses that m ssed Academically

Accept abl e or

hi gherdue to a single student group on a single

g

O©O~NOON»WN PR

i ndi cat or

DI STNAVE

ACADEMY OF ACCELERATED LEARNI NG I N
ARP | SD

AUSTIN | SD

BAY A TY I SD

BEXAR COUNTY ACADEMY
Bl RDVI LLE | SD

BLUE R DGE | SD

BOYS RANCH | SD
BRAZCS SCHOOL FCR | NQUI RY & CREATI
BROMSVI LLE | SD
BRYAN | SD

BRYAN | SD

CALVERT | SD

CARRI ZO SPRINGS C SD
CENTER | SD

COLEMAN | SD

COVFCRT | SD
CONNALLY | SD

CORPUS CHRI STI 1 SD
COTULLA |1 SD

DALLAS | SD

DALLAS | SD

DALLAS | SD

EAGLE ACADEMY OF TYLER
EDGEWOOD | SD

EDNA | SD

EL PASO | SD

FORT BEND | SD

FORT STOCKTON | SD
FORT WORTH | SD

FORT WORTH | SD
FREER | SD

G RLS & BOYS PREP ACADEMY
GRAND PRAIRIE | SD
HARLANDALE | SD
HEARNE | SD

HOUSTON HEI GHTS LEARNI NG ACADEMY |
HOUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HQUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HOUSTON | SD

HCQUSTON | SD

HUFFVAN | SD
JEFFERSON | SD
KENDLETON | SD

KENEDY | SD

KERENS | SD

KERM T | SD

KERM T | SD

LI VI NGSTCN | SD
LONGVI EW | SD

LONGVI EW | SD
LOVELADY | SD

LUBBCOCK | SD

LYTLE 1 SD

MANCR | SD

MARATHON | SD

MCALLEN | SD

MEGARGEL | SD

NCRTH FOREST | SD
OLFEN I SD

PAMPA | SD

PASADENA | SD

CAMPNAME

ACADEMY OF ACCELERATED LEARNI NG
ARP J H

CROCKETT H S

BAY ATY HS

BEXAR COUNTY ACADEMY

ACADEMY AT WEST BI RDVI LLE
BLUE RDGE H S

BLAKEMORE M DDLE

BSI C AUTUW C RCLE

LOPEZ H S

BRYAN H S

JANE LONG

CALVERT H S

CARRI ZO SPRINGS H S

CENTER H S

COLEMAN J H

COMFCORT H S

CONNALLY HI GH SCHOOL

MOCODY H S

COTULLA H S

L GPINKSTON H S

THOVAS J RUSK M DDLE

THOVAS JEFFERSON H S

EAGLE ACADEMY OF TYLER AT LI NDALE
MEMORI AL H GH SCHOOL

EDNA H S

ANDRESS H S

THURGOCD MARSHALL H GH SCHOCOL
FORT STOCKTON H GH SCHOOL

O D WATT H S

OAKLAWN EL

FREER H S

G RLS & BOYS PREP ACADEMY
LEE M DDLE

HARLANDALE H S

HEARNE J H

HOUSTON HEl GHTS LEARNI NG ACADEMWY |
BLACK M DDLE

CULLEN M DDLE

E OSMTH EL

JONES H S

REAGAN H S

SAM HOUSTON H S

SCARBOROUGH H S

WASHNGTON B T H S

VESTBURY H S

HARGRAVE H S

JEFFERSON H S

PONELL PO NT EL

KENEDY H GH SCHOOL

KERENS SCHOCOL

EAST PRI

PURPLE SAGE EL

LIVINGSTON J H

J L EVERHART MAGNET ACADEMY OF CU
MCCLURE MAGNET SCHOOL OF | NTERNAT
LOVELADY H S

ATKINS J H

LYTLE JUN OR HI GH SCHOCOL
MANCR H S

MARATHON | NDPENDENT SCHOOL DI ST
ZAVALA ELEMENTARY

MEGARGEL SCHOOL

TIDWELL EL

OLFEN EL

PAMPA H S

PASADENA H GH SCHOOL



68 PERRI NVH TT C SD PERRI N EL

69 PHARR- SAN JUAN- ALAMD | SD AUSTIN J H

70 PHARR- SAN JUAN ALAMD | SD PSJA NORTH H S

71 RANGER | SD RANGER M DDLE SCHOOL
72 R CE C SD RICE HS

Per f or mance Reporting, 9:46: February 29, 2008, JWH
2007\ acct\ backup\ m ssed_aaby1l

2006 Academni cal ly Unaccept abl e Canpuses that m ssed Acadenically
Accept abl e or higherdue to a single student group on a single

I ndi cat or

Cbs DI STNAVE CAVPNAVE

73 ROCKSPRI NGS | SD ROCKSPRI NGS EL
74 SHARYLAND | SD SHARYLAND H S
75 SOVERSET | SD S/ SGT M CHAEL P BARRERA VETERANS
76 TRINITY 1SD LANSBERRY EL
77 WASKOM | SD WASKOM H S

78 WAXAHACH E | SD WAXAHACHI E NI NTH GRADE ACADEMY
79 VEST HOUSTON CHARTER SCHOCL WEST HOUSTON CHARTER
80 ZOE LEARNI NG ACADEMY ZOE LEARNI NG ACAD - AMBASSADCR CAM

Per f ormance Reporting, 9:46: February 29, 2008, JWH
2007\ acct\ backup\ m ssed_aaby1l

Acadeni cal | y Unaccept abl e Canpuses that m ssed Academically Acceptable
or higher in 2007 and 2006 due to a single student group on a single

i ndi cat or
Obs DI STNAVE CAVPNANVE
1 HOUSTON | SD SAM HOUSTON H S
2 TRINITY | SD LANSBERRY EL

Per f ormance Reporting, 9:46: February 29, 2008, JWH
2007\ acct\ backup\ m ssed_aaby1l



4. TEA pocket editions to be sent to members.

Attached

5. Revise attached data sheet (if needed) and compare with commensurate state assessment results
(disaggregated).

See Tables that follow:
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Trendsin Grades4 and 8 NAEP Reading and Mathematics Resultsin Texas and the Nation 1992-
2007
Grade 4 Reading

All Students
At or Above Basic
80%
70% 64% 66%
60% 0 59%
60% L 29% 52 66%
62% 59% 0
Y 58%
570 58% 0)
50%
40% —&— Texas
—m— Nation
30%
20%
10%
O% T T T T T T
1992 1994 1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1994,

Grade 4 Reading
African American Students

At or Above Basic

80%

70%

60%
49% 51%

39% 43% 44%
° 37% —-I/4;A> —e—Texas

40% i
:: 9 k-
4 39% 39% 41% B— Nation
30%

9 32%
31% 28%

50%

20%

10%

O% T T T T T T
1992 1994 1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1994.
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Grade4 Reading
Hispanic Students

At or Above Basic
80%
70%
0,
60% o 58%
Y /
0
50%
43% gl ]
40% 40% It 49%
0% v 43% 43% : —eo—Texas
37% 36% —— Nation
30% 2 >
32%
20%
10%
O% T T T T T T
1992 1994 1998 2002 2003 2005 2007
Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1994.
Grade4 Reading
White Students
At or Above Basic
90%
. — 80% 79% 80%
80% 17— o 73% 74%
70% 1 —m = 7%
0
69% 69% 69% 74% 74% 75%
60%
°0% —e—Texas
40% —— Nation
30%
20%
10%
0% T T T T T T
1992 1994 1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1994.
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Grade 4 Reading
Economically Disadvantaged Students

—— Texas
—— Nation

At or Above Basic
80%
70%
60%
0 53% 520 53%
/-\ 48%
o0% 1% - L —
0
/ — B 46% 50%
40% 46% 44%
39%
30%
20%
10%
0% T T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Notes: Dataregarding economically disadvantaged status were not collected by NAEP prior to 1998 for this

assessment.
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Grade 4 Mathematics

All Students
At or Above Basic
100%
87% 87%
90%
’ 0, W__‘
80% 76% —0
79% 81%
70% 76%
60% -
50% 56% —&— Texas
—— Nation
40%
30%
20%
10%
0% T T T T T
1992 1996 2000 2003 2005 2007
Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1996.
Grade 4 Mathematics
African American Students
At or Above Basic
100%
90%
0,
80% 75% 76%
W
70%

61%

60% 63%
46% 60%
50% —e&— Texas

/ / 54%
40% —— Nation

29% =
30% ././ 35%
27%

20%

0% 22%
10%

O% T T T T T

1992 1996 2000 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1996.
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Grade 4 Mathematics
Hispanic Students

At or Above Basic
100%
84%
0, k—’
80% 76%
66%
70% ;
60% o 87% 69%
50% / 62% —e—Texas
’ 4‘1V / —=— Nation
40%
30% ./33‘; 41%
’ 32%
20%
10%
00/0 T T T T
1992 1996 2000 2003 2005 2007
Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1996.
Grade 4 Mathematics
White Students
At or Above Basic
100% 96% 95%
92%
88%
90% —
91%
0,
o T
76%
70% 74%
68%
60%
50% —&— Texas
—— Nation
40%
30%
20%
10%
0% T T T T r
1992 1996 2000 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1992 and 1996.
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Grade 4 Mathematics
Economically Disadvantaged Students

At or Above Basic

100%

90%
’ 80% 82%

70% 6% L

SV /62%
50% —o—Texas

/I/ —— Nation
=

40%
40% 43%
30%
20%
10%
O% T T T T
1996 2000 2003 2005 2007

Notes: Data regarding economically disadvantaged status were not collected by NAEP prior to 1996 for this
assessment.
Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1996.
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Grade 8 Reading
All Students

At or Above Basic
90%

0
80% 4% 4% 72% 71% 73%

70% 9
71% 3% 71% 69% 73%
60%
50%

. —e&—Texas
40% —— Nation
30%

20%
10%
0% T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007
Note: State-level results were not available prior to 1998 for this assessment.
Grade 8 Reading
African American Students
At or Above Basic
90%
80%
70%
61%
60% 5‘7 % o7% 56 56% -
50% 9 9 54%
50% 54% 53% 51% 0 —&— Texas
40% —l— Nation
30%
20%
10%
00/0 T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: State-level results were not available prior to 1998 for this assessment.
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Grade 8 Reading
Hispanic Students

At or Above Basic
90%
80%
70%
0 0 64%
. 62% 62% _52% 59%
0 -
M = - 57%
52% 54% 55% —&— Texas
40% —l— Nation
30%
20%
10%
o% T T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: State-level results were not available prior to 1998 for this assessment.

Grade 8 Reading
White Students

At or Above Basic

90%

88%
86(y/\ 86%
0
86% pas »
84% /
84%

82% —&— Texas

y —B— Nation
80% ./ 81%

79%
78%
76%
74% T T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: State-level results were not available prior to 1998 for this assessment.
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Grade 8 Reading
Economically Disadvantaged Students

At or Above Basic

90%

80%

70%
0,
58% 60% 57% 579 %%

60%

60% 58%
55% 56% 57% 0
50% —o—Texas

—#— Nation

40%

30%

20%

10%

0% T T T T
1998 2002 2003 2005 2007

Note: State-level results were not available prior to 1998 for this assessment.
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Grade 8 Mathematics
All Students

At or Above Basic
100%
90%
78%
80% >
70%
60%
—&— Texas
50% )
—— Nation
40% 5%
30%
20%
10%
0% T T T T
1990 1992 1996 2000 2003 2005 2007
Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1990, 1992, and 1996.
Grade 8 Mathematics
African American Students
At or Above Basic
100%
90%
80%
70% 64%
60% y/‘
—&o—Texas
50% 4r% .
—— Nation

40%
30%

20%

17%

19%

10%

0%

1990

1992

1996

2000 2003 2005 2007

Note: Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1990, 1992, and 1996.

20




Grade 8 Mathematics
Hispanic Students

At or Above Basic
100%
90%
80%
70%
0,
o 0 58% 63%
60% 55%
50% —&— Texas
50% 54% —#— Nation
40%
30%
20%
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Economically Disadvantaged Students
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Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment in 1996.
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Trendsin Grade 4 Mathematics
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Trendsin Grade 8 Reading
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Trendsin Grade 8 Reading
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2003 — 2007

Hispanic Students

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)
At or Above Basic

64%

59% 59%

u

54% 55% 57%

—o— Texas

—— Nation

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills (TAKS)
Met Panel Recommended Standard

. — —— 8%

— 75% 75% 76%

68%

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

35




Trendsin Grade 8 Reading
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Trendsin Grade 8 Reading
2003 — 2007

Economically Disadvantaged Students
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Trendsin Grade 8 Mathematics
2003 — 2007

All Students

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)
At or Above Basic

78%

69% e —

£Q0 70%

6/% 68%

—o— Texas

—— Nation

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Texas Assessment of Knowledge and Skills (TAKS)
Met Panel Recommended Standard

/’/ 71%

o/%
// 61%

57%
51%

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

38




Trendsin Grade 8 Mathematics
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Trendsin Grade 8 Mathematics
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Trendsin Grade 8 Mathematics
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Trendsin Grade 8 Mathematics
2003 — 2007

Economically Disadvantaged Students
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6. Actual number of Katrina students in the 2005-06 and number remaining in the public schools today

Katrina Students Remaining in Public Schools
Numbersarefor Quarter One (September-November 2005)

Public schools, nonspecial education 40,378
Public schools, special education 2,403
Private schools, non-special education 3,254
Private schools, special education 28
Total for Texas 46,063

The above information was provided for funding purposes from each school district. Counts of students
were also collected by Philip Cochran’s Office. This information follows:

| can give you 2005-2006 Katrina numbers. We did collect for 2006-2007; however, school districts
generally did not accurately report those numbers because most districts assumed that the students
had ceased to be “Katrina” students in 2006-2007 and had simply become their students. In short, the
accuracy level for the 2006-2007 count is at best 60-70%. As for 2007-2008, we did not collect that
information.

2005-2006: 46,504
2006-2007: 18,267
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